Interview Summary 



Application No. 

09/701,963 



Examin r 

Melanie Bagwell-Bissett 



Applicant(s) 

WILD ET AL 



Art Unit 

1711 



All participants (applicant, applicant's representative, PTO personnel): 

(1) Melanie Bagwell-Bissett. (Z) Fernando Bormnn 

(2) James Seidleck . (4) Randv Shoemaker 
Date of Interview: 4/8/02 . 

Type: a)S Telephonic b)D Video Conference 

c)Q Personal [copy given to: 1)D applicant 2)D applicant's representative] 

Exhibit shown or demonstration conducted: d)D Yes e)[EI No. 
If Yes, brief description: . 

Claim(s) discussed: fj_ . 

Identification of prior art discussed: USPN 6. 050, 208 and USPN 5. 733. 966 

Agreement with respect to the claims f)D was reached. qM was not reached. h)D N/A. 

Substance of Interview including description of the general nature of what was agreed to if an agreement was 
reached, or any other comments: See Continuation Sheet . 

(A fuller description, if necessary, and a copy of the amendments which the examiner agreed would render the claims 
a lowab e, if available, must be attached. Also, where no copy of the amendments that would render the claims 
allowable is available, a summary thereof must be attached.) 

i)D It is not necessary for applicant to provide a separate record of the substance of the interview(if box is 
cnecKeu). 

Unless the paragraph above has been checked, THE FORMAL WRITTEN REPLY TO THE LAST OFFICE ACTION 
MUST INCLUDE THE SUBSTANCE OF THE INTERVIEW. (See MPEP Section 713.04). If a reply to the last Office 
action has already been filed, APPLICANT IS GIVEN ONE MONTH FROM THIS INTERVIEW DATE TO FILE A 
STATEMENT OF THE SUBSTANCE OF THE INTERVIEW. See Summary of Record of Interview requirements on 
reverse side or on attached sheet. 



Examiner Note: You must sign this form unless it is an 

Attachment to a signe d Office action. Examiner's signature, if required 
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Su^^ry of Record of Interview Requirements 

Manual of Patent Examining Procedure (MPEP), Section 713.04, Substance of Interview Must be Made of Record 

ss= :r^:is^r^s:s oMetephone in,erview wi,h ^ * ■» — — °< — « h the 



Title 37 Code of Federal Regulations (CFR) § 1.133 Interviews 
Paragraph (b) 



, • , Paragraph (b) 

aiiu - *u4u o . . ^ . 37 CFR §1 .2 Business to be transacted in writing. 



The action of the Patent and Trademark Office cannot be based exclusively on the written record in the Office if that record is itself 
incomplete through the failure to record the substance of interviews. 

It is the responsibility of the applicant or the attorney or agent to make the substance of an interview of record in the application file unless 

srzs^tE ^^;^ e examiner ' s responsibi,ity to see that such a — d «• «d to conS K2,^r 

out t™ h Eltn ,nterview r h ? rdati0r : iS * h8rwhe pr0Vided for in Section 81 ^ of?he M-«i«l of P^r^m^^2£, orpSg 
! rrors or unreadable scr.pt in Office actions or the like, are excluded from the interview recordation procedures below Where the 
substance of an interview ,s completely recorded in an Examiners Amendment, no separate Interview Summary Record is required 
-rnrrfPnK-^K^ ^T™^ Form sha " be 9 |ven an appropriate Paper No., placed in the right hand portion of the file, and listed on the 
rnnHMln ? ^ ^ ln 3 PerS ° nal intervieW ' a dup,icate of the Form is 9 iven to ^ applicant (or attorney or agent) at the 

conclusion of the interview. In the case of a telephone or video-conference interview, the copy is mailed to the applicant's correspondent address 

'J^^^TT ° ffi f '°r Un ? t J° n - " additi ° nal corres P° nde nce from the examiner is not IIM^ 
circumstances d.ctate, the Form should be mailed promptly after the interview rather than with the next official communication. 

The Form provides for recordation of the following information: 

- Application Number (Series Code and Serial Number) 

- Name of applicant 

- Name of examiner 

- Date of interview 

- Type of interview (telephonic, video-conference, or personal) 

- Name of participant(s) (applicant, attorney or agent, examiner, other PTO personnel, etc.) 

- An indication whether or not an exhibit was shown or a demonstration conducted 

- An identification of the specific prior art discussed 

- An indication whether an agreement was reached and if so, a description of the general nature of the agreement (may be by 

nnfrocTr. f J! ame " dments or c,aims a 9 reed as ^\ng allowable). Note: Agreement as to allowability is tentative and does 

not restrict further action by the examiner to the contrary. 

- The signature of the examiner who conducted the interview (if Form is not an attachment to a signed Office action) 

um«K« hJh Jnn^ le h 3 * the examiner oral* remind the applicant of his or her obligation to record the substance of the interview of each case 
oTw^n ?r K ? a l Te t that the eXaminer Wi " record same " Where the examiner ^ees to record the substance of the interview 

FfT^SSS ^r JS th" th F T ° r m an f taChment t0 the F ° rm > the 6Xaminer should check the ^Propriate box at the bottom of the ' 
required applicant that the submission of a separate record of the substance of the interview as a supplement to the Form is not 

It should be noted, however, that the Interview Summary Form will not normally be considered a complete and proper recordation of the 
° r ^ SUpP ' emented b * the applicant or the to include, all of the applicable items required 

A complete and proper recordation of the substance of any interview should include at least the following applicable items- 

1) A brief description of the nature of any exhibit shown or any demonstration conducted 

2) an identification of the claims discussed, 

3) an identification of the specific prior art discussed, 

4) an identification of the principal proposed amendments of a substantive nature discussed, unless these are already described on the 
Interview Summary Form completed by the Examiner, y u«,uiueu un me 

5) a brief identification of the general thrust of the principal arguments presented to the examiner 

(The identification of arguments need not be lengthy or elaborate. A verbatim or highly detailed description of the arguments is not 
required. The identification of the arguments is sufficient if the general nature or thrust of the principal arguments made to the 
examiner can be understood in the context of the application file. Of course, the applicant may desire to emphasize and fully 
describe those arguments which he or she feels were or might be persuasive to the examiner ) 

6) a general indication of any other pertinent matters discussed, and 

7) if appropriate, the general results or outcome of the interview unless already described in the Interview Summary Form completed by 
the examiner. r 1 

Examiners are expected to carefully review the applicant's record of the substance of an interview. If the record is not complete and 
accurate, the examiner will give the applicant an extendable one month time period to correct the record. 



Examiner to Check for Accuracy 

letter setting forth the e; 

Interview Record OK" on the 



^m^^Sf w T Jl T ° ther r f aS ° nS ° f reCord ' the examiner should send a letter setting forth the examiner's version of the 
statement attributed to him or her. If the record is complete and accurate, the examiner should place the indication, "Interview Record OK" o 
paper recording the substance of the interview along with the date and the examiner's initials 
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Continuation Sheet (PTO-413) A ,. 

' Application No. 09/701,963 



Continuation of Substance of Inteiview including description of the general nature of what was agreed to if an 

nSSnc Jfh ed> °J 3ny ° ther comments: The first Office action was discussed. It was proposed to include 
.notations of the isocyanate composite into claim 1 to overcome both rejections based on 35 USC 102 and 35 USC 
103. It was noted that a new search would be needed to determine the obviousness of such an isocyanate 

fwno I 5 ' h?"- ♦ W f alS ° af ? Ued by the applicant that P r °P° sed amendments to claims would overcome obviousness- 
type double patenting rejections using copending application 09/701 905 
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